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Claims 1-22 are pending in the application. 

Claims 5-9 andl4-18are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten ia independent form including aU of *e 
Hmitations of the base claim and any intervening claim, For reasons set for* below 
Applicant submits that independent claims 1 and 10 from whrch d» « -1 ^ 
depend, are patentable under 35 U.S.C. 102. Therefore, these clam* 5-9 and 14-18 are 
also patentable in their present dependent form. 

Claims 1-4, 10-13 and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as beu,g 
anticipated by Johnson (US Patent No.: 5,903,370). 

Claims 1-3, 10-12 and 19-20 have been amended to clarify Applicants' mvenUon 
and antecedent bases. No new matter has been added. 

Each of the various rejections and objections are overcome by amendments that 

are made to the specification, to^^^-^*"****"** 
various arguments that are presented. 

Entry of this Amendment is proper under 37 CFR § 1.116 since the amendment, 
(a, p,.ces the application in condition for aUowatce for the tenons discussed herem; 
W does not raise an, new issue pairing tether search and/or consider™ surce dte 
amendments amplify issnes previously discussed throughout prosecuuom (c) sansfies 
Bremen, of form asserted in Ore previous Office Action; (d) does not present any 
additions Cairns without canceUng a corresponding numher of finaUy rejected clautts; or 
(e) places the application in bener form for appeal, should an appear be necessary. The 
amendment is necessary and was no, earlier presented because it is made in response to 

■ u r™i ™«*ion Entry of the amendment is thus respectfully 

arguments raised in the final rejecuon. tmry 

requested. . , 

Any amendments to airy claim for reasons other man as expressly rectted heretn 
as being for the purpose of distinguishing such claim from known prior an am not hetng 
made with an inten, to change in any way the literal scope of such claims or the range of 
equivalents for such claims. They am being made simply to present language ma. ts 
bener in conformance wim me form requirements of Tide 35 of me United States Code 
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or is simply dearer and easier to nnd«s«nd to the originally presented ianguage^ Any 
Ilia ! to -y data expressly made h order ,0 -* ^ from known 

remaining in the claim is intended to be surrendered. 

cha in of daims from which it depends, it is submitted that ft. scop* and content of any 

m he scope and content of AoS e claims prior to having been rewrmen m mdepet^nt 
^ * Ls.a.thoughhyconvennonauch— claims are .abeled hercm ^«n 

hasbeenchanged. Thlaia-^^nto^h^^^ressly 
tocl „de the .Unisons of those claims on which it formerly depended or whether an 
independent claim has been rewriting » include the .imitations of Caima uutt preWy 
upended from it. Thus, by such rewriting no eauivalen, of any subject matter tf*e 
origina. dependent Calm is intended ,0 be — ed. If the Exammer is 
view, he is respectfully requested to so indicate. 

Objections 

Claims 5-9 and 14-18 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claims would be allowable if rewritten in independent taMtfogdltf*. 
^arionsofthebasecldmandanyintervening claims. For reasons set below 
Applicant submits that independent claims 1 and 10 from which claims 5-9 and 14- 

Therefore, claims 5-9 and 14-18 are also 
depend, are patentable under 35 U.S.C. 1 UZ. \ nereis , 

patentable in their present dependent form. 

Po rtion Tinder ™ H.S.C 102 
n g .ms1-4. 10 -1 3, and 19-22 

Claims 1-4, 10-13, and 19-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Johnson. Applicant respectfully traverses the rejection. 
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^ ''ells 1-3, 10-12 and l9-20havebeen amended* clarify Applicants' invention 

and antecedent bases. No new matter has been added. 

i •-,<,! in and 19 have been amended to further 
Specifically, independent chums 1, 10 and 

v . . . nVirase . ^ connections are via a protection switch , refers to 
clarify that the original phrase, the connec 

♦ each ootical network unit (ONU), i.e., tne 

each n f the nnnnections to and from eacn opu^ 

spective first and last ONUs, are done via the protection switch. These claims have 

signal is switched out of the series, the continuity of me rin g topology is maintained 
among the ~™™ng of the pjimuity of ONUs. 

- i \ 11 12 and 20 have been amended to clarify 
Furthermore, dependent claims 2-3, W-M ano na 

various antecedent bases. 

Si nce the amended W — * *° ^ "* " 

ch a,ge the scope of the respective claims, Applied sob.it mat no new s«rch would 

be required for any of these amended claims. 

b responding to Applicants argents Med W (P*g* « — «- 
A otion>, Examiner considered nodes A-D in Johnson's optica, donrain — sysKm 
50 (Figs. 5A-B) as analogous » the optica. network onits (ONUs) « Apphcant s 
invention. Applicants respectfully disagree. 

Specifically, Applicant's invention is directed towards an op tical — network 
^ indudes a nvunber of ONU, As undarsrood by one skilled in the art, an opnc^ 
^ess network provides optical connections ^^MM^ 
Ce , Applicant's specfication, p. 7* whOe an ONU is typically provtded near an end- 
nser for interface between the user's equipment and the network. 

Iolm son dearly does not teach any optica, access network « ONUs as one skilled 
in the an would have understood. -hnson's Figs. 5A-B are directed rowds «, 

option, domain restoration (ODR) sysrem for a network with nodes or gauways A-D m » 

ring 47 and an inside optical ring 48 (eg., col. 6, lines 34-43; col. 7, hues 1-32). 
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> i. ♦ nnrlec a-D can be considered analogous to the 
Assuming, arguendo, that the nodes A-u can dc 

Assuming, TnWon -, FiES 5 A-B stUl do not teach at least the feature 

ONUs in Applicant's invention, Johnson s Figs. jA j? su 

U1NU ^ j ftom each optical network unit is via a 

of: "wherein each of the connections to and from each optic 

protection switch". 

Fie , 5A-B and Fig. 6, each node is connected * each otnet » two «- 
JL- el— (LTEs) 45, one LTE being provided - «* end of a node. A. -* 
^sotisnodesA-Datenotconnected^^^ 

Applicant, Cain* 1, 10 or 19. In addition. Fig, 5A-B do no. show a,, LTE «d* 
JL* via a protection switch, as arranged in Applicant's uwennon. Thus, unhke 

,0 and from each optical network unit is via a protection swatch . 

thM continue of the As^*^ — » ~ 8 ° f " 

optical network units," as provided in Applicant's invention. 

^ w i n i;„-«ft 18^ when there is a loss of signal due 
Instead, Johnson teaches that (col. 7, lines 8-18J,wnenui 

ln ' . . 0 fiber cut 59 between nodes B and C), east-bound 

to a fiber cut between two nodes (e.g., fiber cut o 

Lie on outsidexin g 47intendedfornodeCwill be rcoutedby optical switch 52 at 
t^conoutsider^^^ 

node C to be sent in the opposite direction on die inside ring 48. L>e 
ar e a l S ogiveninconnectionwithFig.6,e.g.,col.7,line62tocol.9,Une6. 

There is simply no tea^^^ 
that a node (e g., B or C) be switched puLpXthe_se£ies while maintaining the continuity of 
that a node <e.g.. Applicant's invention, 

the ring topology among remainmg ot tne noaes, y 
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Page 1 2 of 1 3 « i n all nodes A, B 7 

c and D being ati.1 maintained ^ no , ongM MimKK d 

as a ring configuration (though they are sun 

fe^es of: "to switch the reapecttve °*****"°*2^ of the plurality of optical 
of the ring topology due to the fiber cut. 

mti cipat e dbyJoh n so 0 .a n d*m,arep»».ah.eond= I 3SU.S.C. 1 02. 

:rcrrrr=~ 

Aa such, Applicants request that the rejection be withdraw 

flUi|nrab|- c "'-ir' M '" er 

* .«™ However for reasons set forth above. Applicant 
if re wn,ten in independent to Howev^ o ^ ^ 

s^mils that these claims, whrch depend ft. dauns^ - 

allowable in their onrent dependent form under 35 U.S.C. IK. 



o 
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Respectfully subimtKd, 



Dated: 




PATTERSON ft SHEBTO/^tg 

595 Shrewsbury Av«**« 1W 
Shrewsbury, Mew Jersey 07702 

Facsimile: 732-530-9808 




Registration Mo. w"') 
Attorney for AppUcant(s) 
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